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PROPOSEDUSE OF THE PLENARYPOWERSTO SUP-
PRESSTHE GENERICNAME" LYSIPPE " KINAHAN, 1858

(CLASS CRUSTACEA,ORDERDECAPODA)ANDTO VALI-
DATE THE GENERIC NAME "LYSIPPE" MALMGREN,

1865 (CLASS POLYCHAETA)

By L. B. HOLTHUIS

{Rijksmvsenm van Nakmrlijke Histarie, Leiden. The Netherlands)

(Commission's reference Z.N.(S.)373)

The object of the present apphcation is to seek the assistance of the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to validate the name Lysijype

Mahngren, 1865 by suppressing the older name Lysippe Kinahan, 1858, imder
its plenary powers.

In 1858 J. R. Kinahan in a paper entitled " Natural History Notes in

Devon and Cornwall" {Nat. Hist. Rev., Dublin, 5:266-271) mentioned a

species of shrimp as Hippolyte (Lysippe) Cranchii (p. 266). In 1859 the same
paper was published in Proc. Dublin Univ. zool.-bot. Ass., 1 : 141-148, the name
Hippolyte {Lysippe) Cranchii being mentioned there on page 142.

The name Lysippe Kinahan (1858) for a Decapod Crustacean is valid as

Kinahan used a binominal nomenclature, for the name was not preoccupied,

and it was provided \\'ith an indication (the subgeneric name Lysippe was used

by Kinahan for the species Hippolyte Cranchii Leach only, so that that species

becomes the tj'pe species of the subgenus). Thus, all the requirements specified

in Article 25 of the Regies were duly fulfilled.

As far as I am able to ascertain the name Lysippe Kinahan has been over-

looked by all subsequent authors ; it is not even included in Neave's Nomen-
clator zoologicus. The only name Lysippe mentioned by Neave (1939, Nomencl.

zool., 2 : 1024) is Lysippe Mahngren, 1865, for a genus of Polychaeta. Kinahan's

name Lysippe is older, however, than that of Malmgren, so that under the

normal operation of the Regies the latter would liave to be rejected as a junior

homon}Tn.

On my request Dr. Pierre Fauvel, Professor at the Faculty of Sciences of

the Universite Catholique at Angers, France, and one of the foremost specialists

of Polychaeta, kindly provided me with the following informations :
" Depuis

1865, le nom de Lysippe lahiata a 6t6 employe, sans discussion, par tons les

sp6ciaUst€s : a I'exception de Grube et de Theel, qui ne le distinguaient pas du
genre Amphicleis. En 1936, je I'ai employe egalement pom- une espece nouv-

elle du Maroc : Lysippe vanelli. Changer ainsi un nom de genre aussi long-

temps •employe sans discussion et correspondant a une description detaill^

et precise, accompagne^ de bonnes figiires, parceque ce nom a ete employe
quelques annees aiiparavant pour im Crustace, et alors que ce nom etait reste

a pen pres inconnu des Carcinologues. me parait etre ime de ces deplorables

aberrations de I'emploi trop strict de la loi de priority. C'est ainsi qu'on arrive

a rendre inintelligible la nomenclature pour les non-specialistes, et cela sans

aucune utilite et, en outre, ces changements de noms sont rarement d^finitifs,
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car on est encore a la merci dune decouverle dun nom encore .,lus ancien oud une synonynne plus ou moins discutable. Je serais done davis de conserver
le nom de L!/,,ppe pour les Polychetes et, si besoin est, d-eu creer un autre
pour l Hippolyte crunclm.

Judged solely from the standpoint of carcinolopists, the acceptanc." of themime Lysippe KnvA\v^n 1858, would not be open to any strong objection for

Holthuis, l^^l {Sdjoga Exped. Mon. 39(A)(8) : 45, type species, by original
designation: Hippolyte cramln (emend, of crancJdi) Leach, [18171 MalacPodopW.. Bnt. (IG) : pi. 38. figs. 17-21), a name published for ihe genis hlw
the above species as its type species, at a time prior to the rediscovery of the

Zvpl tf 'r; f
^^'' \-"^. ^

'"^"^ ''^'''' ^"^"•^^^^'•' -ith Professor
J^auxel that It is not from the foregoing point of view that this case should bejudged^ AVhat is importa.it and relevant in this case is the strong objection
that there would be to the suppression, as a homonjnn, of the well kno^^l
generic name Lysippc Malmgren, 1865 in the Polychaeta, for the benefit ofthe earlier naine i.^67^^e Ivinahan, 1858, in the Class Crustacea, a name which
as already exi)lamed, has never been used by carcinologists.

clatLT^-'^"'^^"
"""'^ ^""^ ^^"^ International Commission on Zoological Nomeu-

(1) to use its plenary powers :

—

(«) to suppress the generic name Lysippe Kmahan, 1858, for the
purposes both of the Law of Prioritv and of the Law ofHomonymy

;

(6) to validate the generic name Lysippe Malmgren, 1865
;

(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Lid of
trenenc Names mZoology :

— -^

(a) Lysippe Malmgren. 1805 (gender of generic name : femhiine)
(tyjje species, by monotyjiy : Lysippe lubiata Mahngren, 1865)
as proposed, under (1) (6) above, to be validated under the
plenary powers

;

(h) Thoralus Holthuis, 1947 (gender of generic name : masculine)
type species, by original designation : Hippolyte cramhi

(emend, of craiichii) Leach, 1817) ;

(3) to place the generic name Lysippe Kinahan, 1858, as pro})osed, under
(1) (a) above, to be suppressed under the plenary powers, on the
Offict<d Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :

(4) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
bpecijic 1 nviul Names in Zoology ;

'

(a) lahiata Malmgren, 1865 (as pubhshed in the binominal com-
bmation Lysippe lahiata) (tri^•ial name of type species of Lysi,>pe
Malmgren, 1865)

;

•
i
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(b) cramhi (emend, of cran^fiii) Leach, 1817 (as published in the
bmommai combination Hippolyte?. cranchii) (tri%aal name of
type species of Thoralus Holthuis, 1947).
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